known- proposals of Senator Vandenberg. In this connection
Mr. Byrnes remarked that last December, when he was in
Moscow, he had asked Stalin what he thought oi Lhe possi-
bility of concluding a treaty of this nature, and that Stalin
had given his consent to it in principle. It should, however,
be noted that Mr. Byrnes is not quite accurate, for in De-
cember Mr. Byrnes did not yet have the draft of such a trea-
ty, and accordingly Stalin could not have given his "con-
sent" to a non-existent treaty; the matter was at that time
limited solely to  a brief interchange of opinion on the idea
of a treaty of mutual assistance in the event of a renewal of
German or Japanese aggression. Yet, the draft of the treaty
later submitted by Mr. Byrnes does not include the question
of mutual assistance against German and Japanese aggres-
sion, deals only with disarmament, and for some reason or
other ignores the highly important decisions regarding Ger-
many adopted by the Allies in Teheran, Yalta and  Berlin,
and may lead to a relaxation of inter-Allied control aimed
at preventing a resurgence of German aggression, the relax-
ation of which control is, of course, absolutely inadmissible.
The Soviet delegation suggested that the draft treaty should
be preliminarily studied by the governments concerned and
that a decision on this treaty should not be taken in a hurry,
the more so since Mr. Byrnes explained that this treaty could
come into force only after the peace treaty with Germany
was signed. But in Germany, as we know, there does not
yet exist even the embryo of a government with which a
peace treaty could be concluded. The Soviet delegation ac-
cordingly made a different proposal. It pointed out that be-
fore talking about a new treaty concerning the disarmament
and demilitarization' of Germany, it was necessary, to verify
how previous decisions of the Allies regarding Germany's
disarmament had been -carried out. This proposal was, in
the end, adopted. And now the Control Council in Germany
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